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JUSTICE DAVISdedlivered the Opinion of the Court.

CHIEF JUSTICE MCGRAW dissentsand reservestheright to file a dissenting opinion.



SYLLABUSBY THE COURT

1. “ThisCourt undertakesplenary review of legal issues presented by certified
questionfrom afederd digtrict or appellate court.” Syllabuspoint 1, Bower v. Westinghouse Electric

Corp., 206 W. Va. 133, 522 S.E.2d 424 (1999).

2. “‘Thereped of agauteby implicationisnot favored, and wheretwo Sautesare
in gpparent conflict, the Court mugt, if reasonably possble, construe such satutes so asto give effect to
each.” SyllabusPoint 4, Sateexrel. Graney v. Sms, 144 W. Va. 72, 105 S.E.2d 8386 (1958).”

Syllabuspoint 5, Lawson v. County Commission, 199W. Va 77,483 SE.2d 77 (1996) (per curiam).

3. “*“The primary object in condruing adauteisto ascertain and give effect to the
intent of the legidature.” Syllabus Point 1, Smith v. Sate Workmen's Compensation
Commissioner, 159 W. Va 108, 219 SE.2d 361 (1975)." Syllabus point 2, Anderson v. Wood, 204
W. Va. 558, 514 S.E.2d 408 (1999).” Syllabus point 2, Expedited Transportation Systems, Inc.

v. Vieweg, 207 W. Va. 90, 529 S.E.2d 110 (2000).

4. Where amotor vehicle owned by aWest Virginiaresdent istitled in another
jurisdiction, and that jurisdiction requires notation of a security interest on the certificate of titleasa

condition of perfection, the determination of the continued perfection of any lien so noted isgoverned by



the UCC, as opposed to W. Va. Code 8§ 17A-4A-14 (1961) (Repl. Vol. 2000).



Davis, Justice:

Thiscaseinvolvesaquestion certified from the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
Northern Didtrict of West Virginiathat asks usto determinethe proper trestment of motor vehicleliens
perfected in Satesother than West Virginiain light of two gpparently conflicting West Virginiagtatutes,
W. Va Code§ 17A-4A-14 (1961) (Repl. Val. 2000), whichisaprovison of theWest VirginiaMotor
VehicleCode, and W. Va Code 8 46-9-103(2) (1996) (Supp. 2000), whichispart of theWest Virginia

Uniform Commercid Code(hereinafter “UCC”). Wecondudethat W. Va Code846-9-103(2) controls

l.
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY
Although our answer to the question herein cartified is expected to impact numerous cases
now pending or soon to befiled in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern Didtrict of West
Virginia, theaffected casesfal into two basc factud scenarios, which arerepresented by the two cases

presented for our consideration in answering the question.

A. Non-Resident moving to West Virginia and Failing to Obtain West Virginia Title.

Onetypeof caseinvolvesanon-resident of West Virginiawho, after granting asecurity
interest inamotor vehide, movesintothissateandfalsto obtainaWes Virginiacertificate of titlefor the
vehide Thisscenarioisrepresented by acase involving debtor William Sorsby. Mr. Sordoy obtained a
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1995 Monte Carlowhileliving in Ohio. 1n connection with thispurchase, Mr. Sordoy granted a security
interest intheautomobileto WFSFinandid, Inc. (heranafter “WFS’). Thelienwasrecorded ontheOhio
motor vehicdle cattificate of title, and thereisno dispute thet thislien isvaidly perfected under thelawsof
Ohio. Mr. Sordoy thenmoved to West Virginiain December 1999. Although he brought the Monte Carlo
automobilewith him, hedid not retitleor attempt toregiser thevehicdeinthissaie. On July 20, 2000, Mr.
Sorshy filed for reief under Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Codein the United States Bankruptcy Court for
Northern Didrict of West Virginia Martin P. Sheghan was gppointed astrusee. Mr. Sheehan (hereinafter
“the Trustee”), assarting himsalf in his cgpacity asstatutory lien creditor,! then filed an adversary proceeding
agang WFSdleging that WFShed falled to perfect itsinterest in the M onte Carl o within three months of

removal of thevehicleto West Virginiaasrequired by W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14.> The Trustee

1911 U.S.C. § 544 (2000 ed.) and W. Va. Code § 46-9-301(3) (1995) (Supp. 2000).
2W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14 (1961) (Repl. Vol. 2000) states:

Asto bonafide purchasersfor valueor lien creditorswithout
notice, the provisions of thisarticle shall not be construed so asto
invaidate or render void any lien or encumbrance placed upon avehicle,
by thevoluntary act of the owner, in atransaction consummeated before
the vehicleisbrought into this State, and before the sameis subject to
regidration inthe State of West Virginia, and beforethe gpplication for a
West Virginiacertificate of titleisrequired so long assuch alien or
encumbrance has been properly recorded according to thelaws of the
juridiction inwhich it was created so asto be vaid against bonafide
purchasersfor vaueor lien creditorswithout notice and so long assuch
lien or encumbranceisof such kind, neture and character asthelaw of this
Sate would otherwise protect againg such purchasersand lien crediitors
Provided, however, That after such vehideisbrought into this State and
after itisrequired to be registered and titled in this State, such lien or
encumbranceasinthissection described shdl bevoid asto any purcheser
for vaueor lien creditor, who, in elther case, without notice of suchlien

(continued...)



contended that WFS sfailureto comply withW. Va Code § 17A-4A-14 caused itsliento bevoid asa

matter of law astothe Trustee. WFS countered that W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2)° gpplied and that its

%(....continued)

or encumbrances, purchasessuch vehicleor acquiresby atachment, levy
or otherwisealienthereupon, unlesssuch lienhol der, withinthreemonths
after theremovd of such vehicleinto this State or within ten days after
suchlienholder recaived natice of such removd, whichever period of time
isleadt, dhdl, inthe manner st forthin section two [8 17A-4A-2] of this
articlefilegpplication with the department inwhich casethe department
shall proceed asin section two of this article.

%W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2) (1996) (Supp. 2000) statesin relevant part:
(2) Certificate of title.

(&) Thissubsection appliesto goods covered by acertificate of
titleissued under agtatute of thisstate or of another jurisdiction under the
law of which indication of asecurity interest onthe certificateisrequired
as a condition of perfection.

(b) Except asotherwise provided inthissubsection, perfection
and the effect of perfection or nonperfection of the security interest are
governed by thelaw (induding the conflict of lawsrules) of thejurisdiction
Issuing the certificate until four monthsafter the goods areremoved from
that jurisdiction and thereafter until thegoodsareregistered in another
jurisdiction, but inany event not beyond surrender of thecertificate. After
theexpiration of that period, the goods are not covered by the certificate
of title within the meaning of this section.

Numerousprovison of theWest VirginiaUCC have beenrevised, effective duly 1, 2001.
W. Va Code 88 46-9-103(2)(a) and (b) have been revised and recodified asW. Va Code § 46-9-303
(2000) (Repl. Vol. 2001). Thisnew provision states:

(a) Applicability of section. -- This section appliesto goods
covered by acertificate of title, evenif thereisno other relationship
between the jurisdiction under whaose certificate of titlethe goods are
covered and the goods or the debtor.

(continued...)



perfected Ohiolienremained good against the Trustee. The Trustee asked that aquestionbecertified to
thisCourt to alow usto determinewhich of thesetwo datuteswascontralling in resolving thisdigoute. The
bankruptcy court agreed and has taken the adversary proceeding between the Trustee and WFS under

advisement pending this Court’s answer to the question certified.

B. West Virginia Resident Titling Automobile in Another Jurisdiction

Thesacond scenarioinvolvesaWest Virginiaresdent whottitleshisor her motor vehicle
in ajurisdiction other than West Virginia, an act that is prohibited by West Virginialaw.* Inthe

representative case, Rondd Squires, aresident of Buckhannon, West Virginia, purchased, inMarch 1999,

%(...continued)

(b) When goods covered by certificate of title. -- Goods
become covered by acartificate of titlewhen avalid application for the
certificate of title and the gpplicablefee are ddivered to the appropriate
authority. Goods ceaseto be covered by acatificate of titleat the earlier
of thetimethe certificate of title ceasesto beeffective under thelaw of the
Issuing jurisdiction or thetime the goods become covered subssquently by
a certificate of title issued by another jurisdiction.

(c) Applicablelaw. -- Thelocal law of thejurisdiction under
whose certificate of titlethe goodsare covered governs perfection, the
effect of perfection or nonperfection, and the priority of asecurity interest
in goods covered by acertificate of title from the time the goods become
covered by the certificate of title until the goods ceaseto be covered by
the certificate of title.

“SeeW. Va. Code 88 17A-3-1(1999) (Repl. Vol. 2000) (failureto properly register
vehideand obtain catificate of title therefor isamisdemeanor offense), and 17A-3-2 (1999) (Repl. Val.
2000) (delinesting typesof vehiclessubject to regigtration and certificate of title provisons). Mercedes
Benz disputesthat therewasanything illegal about Mr. Squires purchaseand subsequent titling of his
vehidein Oklahoma Seeinfrancte5. The question of whether Mr. Squires actionswereillegd isnot
before this Court and will not be addressed.



aused 1995 Fraghtliner tractor (used to pull traillers over the highways). To purchasethetractor, Mr.
Squiresenteredinto aretail ingtallment contract with SdecTrucksof Atlanta SdecTrucksassgnedthe
retall ingtalment agreement to Mercedes-Benz Credit Corporation (hereinafter “Mercedes-Benz”) onthe
sameday. Mercedes-Benz and Rondd Squiresthen gpplied for acertificate of titlein Oklahoma. The
application identifiesthe owner asRondd B. Squires of Buckhannon, West Virginia, and the secured party
asMercedes-Benz. Oklahomaissued thecartificateof titleto Ronad B. Squiresand identified Mercedes-

Benz as having afirst lien or security interest on the vehicle.®

On October 8, 1999, Rondd B. Squires and Marsha Renea Squiresfiled for reief under
Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Codein the United States Bankruptcy Court for Northern Didtrict of West
Virginia Mr. Sheehanwasgppointed astrustee. The Trustee, asserting himsdlf in hiscgpacity asdautory
lien creditor,® then filed an adversary proceeding against Mercedes-Benz seeking to set asideasvoid the
security interest of Mercedes-Benz. M ercedes-Benz dleged that the lien was validly perfected under

Oklahoma law and that W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2) protects the lien until it is re-recorded.

*It was speculated by the bankruptcy court that the purposefor titling the vehiclein
Oklahomawastheavoidance of West Virginiavaueand persond property taxes. Inresponse, Mercedes-
Benz assertsthat West Virginiaisamember of the International Regidration Plan, areciproca agresment
among various satesthat includes payment of certain taxes, regidtration, licenang and other fees. Asa
consequence of thisarrangement, Mercedes-Benz contends, Mr. Squires vehide was not required to be
registeredinWest Virginia. Moreover, Mercedes-Benz submitsthat the State of Oklahomaremits
regisiration and persond property taxesto the State of West Virginia. Thenatureof the Internationa
Regigration Plan anditsimpact asto Mr. Squires actionsand the amount of taxeshe may oweto the State
of West Virginiaare matersthat are nat represented in the record submitted in connection with the certified
guestion beforeus. Consequently, theseissuesare not properly before this Court and will not be
addressed.

®See supra note 1.



The patiesfiled motionsfor summary judgment and, on February 7, 2001, the bankruptcy
court entered judgment for Mercedes-Benz. The Trusteefiled amotionto reconsider bringing tothe
bankruptcy court’ sattention W. Va Code 8§ 17A-4A-14. Becausethis datute differed from thelaw of
thestatesrelied upon by thebankruptcy court in granting summary judgment to Mercedes-Benz, the court
agread toreconsder itsearlier decison and determined to certify aquestion regarding the conflict between
the two statutes to this Court.

.
CERTIFIED QUESTION

The question certified by the bankruptcy courts asks

[w]hether section 17A-4A-14 or section 46-9-103(2) of the West

VirginiaCodeis controlling asto the perfection of amotor vehiclelien

originating out-of-state so as to be good against judicial lien creditors.

The bankruptcy court concluded that W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2) is controlling where
themotor vehicleiscovered by acertificateof titleissued pursuant to thelaw of ancther jurisdiction that

also requires that a security interest be perfected by notation on the certificate.

Noneof the casesprevioudy relied upon by thebankruptcy court involved agtatute, such
asW. Va Code 8§ 17A-4A-14, directing that if avehiclewasnot registered thelien on the certificate of
title will be voided as to any subsequent lien creditor without notice.

T he bankruptcy court went on to suggest precisaly how W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2)
should be gpplied to the scenario inwhich aWest Virginiaresdent violates Sate law by titling hisor her
vehideinanother jurisdiction. Wededlineto comment on the bankruptcy court’ ssuggestioninthisregard
asitrasesnumerouslegd issuesand factua questionsthat are not properly beforethisCourt. Seesupra
notes 4 and 5.



[11.
STANDARD OF REVIEW
“ThisCourt undertakesplenary review of legd issuespresented by certified questionfrom
afederd didrict or appellatecourt.” Syl. pt. 1, Bower v. Westinghouse Elec. Corp., 206 W. Va. 133,
522 SE.2d 424 (1999). Seealso Syl. pt. 1, Light v. Allstate Ins. Co., 203 W. Va. 27, 506 S.E.2d
64 (1998) (“A denovo standard isgpplied by this Court in addressing thelega issues presented by a

certified question from a federal district or appellate court.”).

V.
DISCUSSION

Thequestion catifiedintheingtant case asksusto resol ve aconflict between two Satutes.
Asthebankruptcy court noted, W. Va Code § 17A-4A-14"isadautory limit onthetimeto perfect an
out-of-state lien in West Virginia, while [W. Va. Code 8] 46-9-103(2) is achoice of law rule.”
Neverthdess, both satutes pertain to the continued perfection of asecurity interest in avehiclethat has
been granted in ajurisdiction other than West Virginia.

W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14, requiresthat, after avehiclethat issubject to alien or
encumbrance dueto the voluntary act of the owner isbrought intothisstate, thelien or encumbranceisvoid

asto certain parties’ unlessthelienhol der filesthe requisite gpplication with the Department of Motor

*Thelien or encumbranceisdeemed void asto “ any purchaser for valueor lien creditor,
who, in ether case, without notice of [the] lien or encumbrances, purchases|the] vehideor acquiresby
attachment, levy or otherwise alien thereupon.” W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14.
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Vehides“withinthreemonthsafter theremova of [the] vehidleinto thisState or withinten daysafter [the]
lienholder recaived notice of such removd, whichever period of timeisleast.” Thisprovison gpplies

whether perfection is by notation on a certificate of title or by other means.

Ontheather hand, W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2), whichispart of the UCC, indtructsthat
the effect of aperfected security interest in goods covered by a certificate of title obtained under thelaws
of ajurisdiction that requiresindication of the security interest on the certificate is “governed by the
law . . . of the jurisdiction issuing the certificate until four months after the goods are removed
from that jurisdiction and thereafter until the goods are registered in another jurisdiction,
but inany event not beyond surrender of the certificate” (Emphasisadded). Other courtshaveinterpreted
thelanguage* and theresfter until thegoodsareregistered in another jurisdiction” to mean that the security
interest remainsgoverned by thelaw of thejurisdiction under which it was perfected indefinitely until the
goods areregistered in another jurisdiction or the certificate of titleissurrendered. SeelnreTrotter,
264 B.R. 216, 219 (Bankr. D. Kan. 2001) (“ Debtor hasnever registered or titled thetrailer in Kansas,
nor has the Oklahoma title ever been surrendered. Thus, under the plain language of K.S.A.
84-9-103(2)(b), Oklahomalaw determines whether CIT’ s security interest is still perfected.”); Inre
Mirdes, 255 B.R. 728, 730 (Bankr. S.D. Ohio 2000) (“Pursuant to the clear language of the Satute,
goodscovered by acertificatedf title, i.e, vehicles, remain perfected in thenew jurisdiction until suchtime
asthey areregigeredinthenew jurisdiction.” (footnote omitted) (citations omitted)); Dubisv. General

Motors Acceptance Corp., 238 Wis. 2d 608, 614, 618 N.W.2d 266, 268 (2000) (“ Stated another
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way, aperfected security interest onanorigind certificateof titleremains perfected for at least four months
after property ismoved to Wiscongn, unlessthe cartificateissurrendered. After four months, the security
Interest remains perfected until registration occurs.”). Thus, W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2) provides
subgtantidly more protection to acreditor, whose motor-vehicle lien has been perfected by notationona

certificate of title issued by another jurisdiction, than does § 17A-4A-14.

We have previously held that
“[t]hereped of agatute by implicationisnot favored, and where
two statutes are in apparent conflict, the Court must, if reasonably
possible, congtrue such statutes so asto give effect toeach.” Syllabus
Point 4, Sateexrel. Graney v. Sms, 144 W. Va. 72, 105 S.E.2d
886 (1958).
Syl. pt. 5, Lawson v. County Comm'n, 199 W. Va. 77, 483 SE.2d 77 (1996) (per curiam) (emphasis

added).

Theforegoing principle notwithstanding, insofar asW. Va Code 88 17A-4A-14 and 46-
9-103 provide completdly different timeframes gpplicableto the continued perfection of security interets
noted on acatificate of title under thelaws of ajurisdiction other than West Virginia, we conceive of no
waly to harmonizethesetwo conflicting provisons. Accordingly, we must determinewhich satuteis

controlling.

Thereisnothinginthetermsof ather of thetwo Satutesin question expresdy saingwhich

gaute should governin certain circumstances, or Sating thet one gatute wasintended to reped the other.
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Consequently, with respect to the resolution of theissue presented, the Satutes are vague and require our
Interpretation. In conducting our interpretation, wearemindful that “*“[tJhe primary object in condruing
adauteisto ascertain and give effect to the intent of the legidature” Syllabus Point 1, Smith v. Sate
Wor kmen's Compensation Commissioner, 159 W. Va. 108, 219 S.E.2d 361 (1975)." Syllabus
point 2, Anderson v. Wood, 204 W. Va. 558, 514 S.E.2d 408 (1999).” Syl. pt. 2, Expedited

Transp. Sys., Inc. v. Vieweg, 207 W. Va. 90, 529 S.E.2d 110 (2000).

Webegin our ssarchfor thelegidativeintent of these satutesby congdering thar history.
Inthisregard, the bankruptcy court furnished uswith athorough and in depth account of the historical
framework under which W. Va Code § 17A-4A-14 was adopted. Asthe bankruptcy court observed,

In 1961, a thetime[W. Va Code 8§ 17A-4A-14] was enacted,
...only sixty percent of states, including West Virginia, utilized a
“Complete Certificateof Title” system, where perfection required the
actud notation of alien onamoator vehicle certificate of title. . . . Other
juridictions utilized “ Incomplete Catificate of Title’ sysems whereliens
could be noted on the certificate of title only at thetime of transfer of
ownership. ... Findly, anumber of sateshad no mandatory certificate
of titlelien recordation system. . . . Section 17A-4A-14 appliedto all
lienson vehidesremoved to West Virginia, regardess of whether theliens
wereinitidly created in certificate or non-certificate states. However,
17A-4A-14 was particularly important for vehicles removed to West
Virginiafrom non-certificate dates, asit wasthe sole method of ensuring
notice of out-of-state liens and protecting the rights of out-of-state
lienholders from the forty percent of non-certificate states.

(Internd citations omitted) (footnote omitted). See Donald K. Funnell, Note, Secured Transactions:
Certificates of Title -- Delivery or Notation? The Lender’s Dilemma, 37 Okla. L. Rev. 618

(1984); Richard Alexander Burt, et al., Comment, The California Used Car Dealer and the
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Foreign Lien -- A study in the Conflict of Laws, 47 Cal. L. Rev. 543 (1959). Based upon these
historical details, it gppearsthat the primary purposefor adopting § 17A-4A-14 wasto ensure adequate
notice of out-of-gateliensoriginating in theforty percent of Satesthat did not requirenotation of alienon

amotor vehicle certificate of title.

However, asthe bankruptcy court further noted, “[t|hetypesof lien recordation sysems
used by the severd states changed with the adoption of the[UCC]. . .. A movement toward complete
certificate of title sysems began, and today, dl jurisdictions use thistype of sysem.” Asnoted above,
complete certificate of title systemsrequirethe notation of alien on acertificate of title.™® Consequently,

it gopearsthat the primary difficulty W. Va Code 8§ 17A-4A-14 wasintended to resolve no longer exids

Turningto W. Va Code § 46-9-103(2), it isnotablethat the very termsof that section
expressitsintent to gpply “togoods covered by acertificate of titleissued under agtatute of thisstate or
of another jurisdiction under the law of which indication of a security interest on the
certificate isrequired as a condition of perfection.” W. Va. Code § 46-9-103(2)(a) (emphasis
added). Clearly, thetermsof this provision demonstrate the Legidature' sintent that it apply to

circumstances such asthose presently beforeus. Moreover, the genera provisionsof the UCC, as

Neverthdess, for trestment of security interestsin goodsthat have been perfected by
meansother than notation on acertificateof titlebeforebeing brought into thisstate and becoming covered
by acetificate of title, seeW. Va Code § 46-9-103(2)(c). No questionsregarding the extent to which
thisprovison may conflict with W. Va Code § 17A-4A-14 are presently before us. Moreover, we note
that § 46-9-103(2)(c) was not recodified as part of the UCC datutes that became effectiveon duly 1,
2001.
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adopted inWest Virginia, expresdy datethat it “shal beliberaly congtrued and gpplied to promoteits
underlying purposesand policies” W. Va Code § 46-1-102(1) (1963) (Repl. Val. 2001). Two of the
stated purposes of the UCC are“to smplify, clarify and modernize the law governing commercia
transactions” and*“to makeuniformthelaw among variousjurisdictions” W. Va Code846-1-102(2)(a)
and (c). Panly, these expressad purposesindicate an intent on the part of the L egidature that the UCC

should govern the continued perfection a security interest noted on a certificate of title.

Wefind thisconclusion further supported by the gpplication of thefollowing cannon of
statutory construction:

[1]tisasettled principleof satutory congtructionthat courtspresumethe
Legidaturedraftsand passessauteswith full knowledgeof exidting law.
See Sateexrel. Smithv. Maynard, 193 W. Va 1, 89,454 SE.2d
46, 53-54 (1994), citing Cannon v. University of Chicago, 441
U.S. 677,696-97,99 S. Ct. 1946, 1957-58, 60 L. Ed. 2d 560, 575-76
(1979); see also Milesv. Apex Marine Corp., 498 U.S. 19, 32,
111 S. Ct. 317, 325, 112 L. Ed. 2d 275, 291 (1990). Accordingly,
when two statutes conflict, the generd ruleisthat the satutelastintime
prevails asthemost recent expresson of thelegidativewill. Syl. Pt. 2,
Stamper by Stamper v. Kanawha County Bd. of Educ., 191
W. Va 297, 445 SEE.2d 238 (1994); Syl. Pt. 2, Sateexrd. Dept. of
Health and Human Resources, etc. v. West Virginia Public
Employees Retirement System, 183 W. Va. 39, 393 S.E.2d 677
(1990).

West Virginia Health Care Cost Review Auth. v. Boone Mem'| Hosp., 196 W. Va. 326, 336,
472 SE.2d 411, 421 (1996). W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14 was adopted in 1961 and has not been
subsequently modified. W. Va Code § 46-9-103 was adopted two years after 8 17A-4A-14, and thus,

islagtintime. Moreover, the provisionscontainedin 8 46-9-103(2)(a) and (b) wererecently modified and
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recodified in W. Va Code § 46-9-303 (2000) (Repl. Vol. 2001). Thisnewer version of the UCC makes
even more gpparent the Legidature sintent that the UCC should apply to questionsin multi-state
transactions regarding the continued perfection of security interestsin goodsthat are covered by a
certificateof title. Indeed, W. Va Code § 46-9-303 (a) states”[t]hissection appliesto goodscovered
by acertificatecf title, evenif thereisno other relationship between thejurisdiction under whosecertificate

of title the goods are covered and the goods or the debtor.”

Accordingly, wehold that whereamator vehideowned by aWes Virginiaresdentistitled
in another jurisdiction, and that jurisdiction requires notation of asecurity interet on the certificate of title
asacondition of perfection, the determination of the continued perfection of any lien so notedisgoverned

by the UCC, as opposed to W. Va. Code § 17A-4A-14 (1961) (Repl. Vol. 2000).

V.
CONCLUSION
Asdated above, weconcur with the determination of the United StatesBankruptcy Court
for the Northern Didrict of West Virginiathat the UCC controlswhere questions arise asto the continued
perfection of amator vehidelien that isnoted on acatificate of titleissued by ajurisdiction other than West

Virginia.

Certified Question Answered.
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